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Remarks 



Applicant has carefully review the appUcation in light of the June 25, 2009 Office Action. 
To further prosecution, Applicant has amended claims 21 and 36 in order clarify the subject 
matter recited therein. Thus, claims 1-41 remain pending. For at least the reasons presented 
below, Apphcant submits that all of the pending claims are in condition for allowance. 
Applicant therefore requests favorable action for this case. 

Examiner Interview 

Applicant thanks tiie Examiner for conducting a telephone interview with their attorney, 
William R. Borchers, on Friday, September 18. During the interview. Applicant's attorney and 
the Examiner discussed the § 101 rejection of claims 21 and 36. The Examiner expressed his 
opinion that a physical machine-readable medium could be a signal, but indicated clarifying that 
the medium is used for storage would overcome the rejection. 

Allowed Claims 

The Examiner indicates that claims 1-20, 29-35, and 41 are allowable. Detailed Action If 
5. Applicant thanks the Examiner for this finding. 

Section 101 Rejection 

The Examiner rejects claims 21-28 and 36-40 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 for being directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. Detailed Action 1 4. In particular, the Examiner asserts that a 
physical machine-readable medium could be a signal. Id. Applicant has amended claims 21 and 
36, the independent claims of the rejected group, to specify that the physical machine-readable 
medium is a storage medium. Apphcant therefore submits that claims 21-28 and 36-40 are 
allowable over the § 101 rejection. 
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Conclusion 



Applicant subnuts tiiat a good faitib effort has been made to advance the prosecution of 
this case and that the application is allowable over the rejections expressed in the Office Action. 
Applicant therefore requests favorable action for this case. If, however, any issues exist that may 
be advanced by telephone conference, Applicant requests that the Examiner contact its below- 
listed attorney. 

Applicant believes that all of the Examiner's rejections to the appUcation have been 
addressed. Thus, Apphcant's failure to address any objection or rejection should not be taken as 
acquiescence to any finding of the Exammer. Moreover, Applicant's arguments herein against 
the Examiner's findings should not be construed as Applicant's only basis for countering the 
findings. Applicant has made these arguments to illustrate the errors in the Examiner's findings 
and to expeditiously move the case forward. Additionally, nothing in this paper should be 
construed as an intent to concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as specifically stated 
in this paper, and the amendment or cancellation of any claim does not necessarily signify 
concession of unpatentability of the claim prior to its amendment or cancellation. 

Applicant does not believe that this paper requires any adjustment in fees. If, however, 
Applicant is mistaken, please apply any charges or credits to deposit accoimt 06-1050. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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